DOCUMENT BESDBE 



ED 135 416 



JC 770 145 



AUTHOB 
TITLE 

PUB DATE 
NOTE 



EDiiS PfilCE 
DESCEIPTOHS 



IDENTIFIERS 



Van West^ Carla 

American Indian Students and the Arizona Community 
College System. 
1 Mar 76 

51p.; Seminar paper^ University of Arizona 
copy available 



Best 



MP-iO,83 HC-$3,50 Plus Postage, 

*Am6rican Indians; College Bole; Community Colleges; 
Comparative Analysis; *Demography; *Enrollinent ; 
*Junior Colleges; *State Surveys; Student 
Characteristics ; Student Needs 
♦Arizona 



AESISACT 

A study was conducted to determine the effectiveness 
of Arizona community colleges in serving the Native American 
population of their service areas. Thirteen community colleges ifere 
surveyed in order to obtain data on full-time^ part-time, and 
male/female enrollment of Indian students and total student body, 
tribes represented, average age of Indian students, courses most 
often pursued by Indian students, percentage of Indian students wtjo 
complete programs, percentage of Indian students going on to 
four-year colleges, return rate to original communities, and special 
services available to Indian students. Twelve colleges responded to 
the survey; their responses ranged from very good to inadequate in 
terms of their ability to provide the requested information. In jany 
categories, the information was unknown. The percentage of American 
Irdians enrolled in each of the community colleges was also compared 
to the percentage of the American Indian population of the county 
served by each college, Results indicated that there was a wide range 
in community colleges' effectiveness in serving America^n Indians. 
Suggestions were offered to improve the efficacy of the community 
colleges in responding to Indian student needs. Limitations of the 
data used are noted in the report. A bibliography is appended, 
(JDS) 
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Ai'^ERICAN INDIAN STUDENTS mD THE 
ARIZONA CCWTUNITY COLLEGE SYSTEM 

The purpose of this paper is to examine American Indian 
student enrollment in the canmunity cx:>lleges of Arizona in order 
to evaluate the adequacy of the systaii as it serves Native Amer- 
iccin populations. 

Given the history of Indian education in relation with Anglo- 
American policies, it my thesis that community colleges offer 
American Indians unique opportunities for alleviating seme of the 
major troubles in an Anglo-dominated educational system. This 
is not to say that community colleges should replace other forms 
of higher and continuing education, but that seme of the features 
of comiunity colleges are especially appropriate to particular 
needs. 

Community colleges are characteristically ccmnunity-oriented, 
ideally reflecting the heterogeneity of local cultures, age groups, 
socio-eccncmic classes, ccinmunity needs, interests, and talents . 
One of their major advantages is that cormtunity colleges provide 
lov; cost, proximate, and relevant education programs. Vocational, 
technical, and semi-professional course offerings are valued can- 
ponents of the over-all educational function. Continuing and 
adult education programs exemplify the ].ife-long learning phil- 
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c)i;opl)y and goal of nx^st comnunity colloges and canmnity service/ 
extension courses, classrooms, and outreach programs attest to the 
community college's '^conmunity" ccmiutment. In general, conmunity 
colleges are smaller tiian most four-year institutions, and offer 
programs of counseling, p.lanement testing, and guidance for the 
hctorgeneous student population which are more emphasized than in 
traditional colleges and universities. Furthermore, teaching and 
personal interaction are the main endeavors of the community col- 
lage instructor. As a relatively recent institutional phenomena, 
conmxnity colleges tend to be more flexible and innovative than 
the traditional higher education institutions in their teaching 
metJiods and tools - particularly in terms of individualized instruc- 
tion, teaching machines, audio-visual aidr^, special courses, and 
curricula v/hich emphasizes personal achie. . nt opposed to grade 
achievement. 

In terms of evaluating tlie usefulness of comnunity colleges 
for American Indians, it is wise to keep in mind the history of 
Anglo-European political and social relations with the various 
Indian peoples, and how these policies were reflected in the school- 
ing practices of American Indiajis. Here j.n the Southwest, early 
intrusive groups, namely the Spanish military and missionaries 
as v/ell as the Mexican government, expressed certain policies and 
attitudes tavrard the indigenous peoples. These dominant powers 
were as av/are as we that education is a form of cultural trans- 
mission and cnjlture change. Through the mechanism of form edu- 
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cat;.ujn - the schtxjls - valucvs, beliefs, and new knowL',dge could 
1..0 tranandUtcxl, advancing cjanoraily the process of iicculturation 
whicfi was their r^iison d^etxe. The Vcurious polici.es and attitudes 
tliat were ovidcjiced in tJiese eai'ly adiuinistrations resulted fron 
nutJpc>rcoptions of Indian culbiurti and greed for Indian-controlled 
land. Early Franciscans and Jesuits were interested in converting 
and civilizing the pagan natives; the Mexican military wanted to 
ass inula to fJie native peoples for the greater glory and nationalism 
of Mexico; and early American policies attempted to exterminate 
troiUDlesone ^copulations (Spicer 1972:334-342). Later, the Amer- 
ic<^ns cried to isolate and ignore these persistant "nuisances" and 
occupants of desirable lands by confining than to Reservations 
(Spicer 1972:346) . These negative policies and attitudes were 
reflected in the educational philosophies and curricula. Generally, 
ignorance of or lack of concern for Indian culture and identity 
v/as the rule which was followed by another period of assimilaUonist 
policies. It is only recently that there har, been a positive shift 
in attitude tavard Indians and the value of Indian culture. This 
shift began with the Indian Reorganization Act of 1934 and the 
efforts of John Collier, \^ho at that time v;as the Comdssioner 
of Indian Affairs (Fuchs and Ilavighurst 1972:12). 

More than forty years have passed since the Indian Reorgan- 
iijation Act, and attitudes tovvrard American Indians have changed 
dratiatically. Yet no one approach has been agreed upon as the 
approach to education of young Native 7\mericans 



In tiki nont±iweBt/ a rocjion which is inhabited by aLrast half 
of: tJus caintry's Indian [X)pulation, tharo are still institutions 
of hicjhor Ic^cirning tliat espouse assirailationist attitudes toward 
Indian taiditions eind values. Clc^'>, in an curticle, ''Higher 
Fxlucation Programs for American Inli ins'*/ cites Brigham Young Uni- 
vcxsihy i.n Provo, Utali as a pr^ ne e:<ample of this approach (Clark 
1972:17) . Altlrjugh seeing value in certain aspects of Indian 
ailturo, other institutions of higher learning view these societies 
as "void of a compellinc force for formal educational achievement" 
(Ibid: 17) . Thus, it is their goal to instill such a force in 
Indian culture by means of focusing on the teaching of certain 
values to teachers of Indian children. Arizona State University 
in Tempe v/as cited as cin example of tJiis attitude. Al.ternatively/ 
^mother pliilosophy I identify as "laissez-faire" is operating in 
institutions of higher learning in the Southwest. Northern Arizona 
University in Flagstaff cind the University of Arizona in Tucson 
are best ch£u:acterized by this attitude. In this approach .^q 
is recognition on the peurt of Anglo educators of the value and 
internal dynamics of Indicin cultures, but who nevertheless expect 
Indian students, just as any other ethnic minority, to "blend" 
biciilt'jrally in order to succeed acadonically (Ibid:19). Here, 
all students are theoretiaall^' treated equally. 

This last approach, the laissez-faire attitude, seems to be 
the most prevalent view taken by rrost colleges cind universities. 
In my opiaLon, this attitude represents a major weakness in any 

6 

4 

O 

ERIC 



attern[)t ab (.xjiial opportunity oducation. Tho nl-.titude oE treating 
Native Americans or non-Anglo niip.ority students or other genre of 
aty[ucal students alike, is a fona of prejudice, or at best, ig- 
norance. This is Ixicause equal opportunity for all is still prejud- 
icial if it means treating £iny individual li^xc any otlier without 
regard to personal characteristics. In reality, individuals have 
certain abilities, deficiencies, opportunities, and disadvantages at 
any fx)int Ln time. Thus, to treat a heterogeneous group of people vjho 
range widely in their capabilities, experiences, and training as 
ccjually-prepared for an educational encounter is unrealistic. In- 
stead, viiat we should be striving for is equality of opportunities 
in education and personal advancement. This type of situation pur- 
ports individual assessment based on inheritance and environment. 

Tiiis point brings us to the heart of m^^ argument: vihy I be- 
lieve community colleges offer unique opportunities for American 
Indian "tdults as well as other la-;- income economic groups. In 
the v;ords of James Thorton, "One of its [the community college's] 
pr.urary functions is to give substance to the ideal of equal op- 
portunity for appropriate education for all citizens" (Thorton 
]-972:35) . Stated another way, by acJcnowledging the discrepancies 
-in academic preparation and socio- econonic opportunities, ard by 
atteTTipting to deal with problems created genetically, culturally, 
economically, or acadanically, the ccaimunity college has greater 
potential for success .In achieving this goal than do more tradi- 
tional and less "rclativistic" institutions. Comnunity colleges 
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huwe al.f.oinptal to acccxtipliah equal op;»rtunity education by emphasizing 
p^At-sonal and academic counseling, lessening or renioving tlie penalities and 
restrictionn of traditional grading systems, developing individualized 
prcxir.-uruj oC .Instniction, and taking classrocms and teachers to the var- 
ioui; local populations within tlieix jurisdiction. Initiating outreach 
programs to attr^^ct potential students and to recognize problan areas 
as well as offering courses rajuested by tJie public (whether tradition- 
ally acadcsTiic or not) , are effective and unique features of cannunity 
col Ic'ge (xlucat ion . 

That Indians are a unique class of people is not denied. Some 
like FMcte and Ilavighurst feel strongly about Native Americans being a 
singiilarly unique minority as compared to other American non-Anglo 
groups (Fuchs and Havighurst 1973:31). however, for the purposes of 
this p:\per v/e cure looking at American Indians as generally representative 
ofc" lower socio-economic groups in Arizona (Weaver and Gartell 1974:73-96; 
Krutz 1974:112-137; Lobo, Bainton, and Weaver 1973:151). 

yo tiiods 

In order to evaluate each cGsrmunity college's effectiveness in 
serving the various American Indian populations withiai their ccnmunity 
col.Uxjo districts, I have compared census figures derived from tne 
Censu s of the Po pulation 1970, Voluir.e 1, C h aracteristics of the Pop - 
ulation, Pa rt 4, Arizona with enrollment figiires of Indian students in 
each oE tJio thirteen conrounity colleges surveyed. Of tliese that were 
surveyed, twelve college registrars responded. (A copy of the letter 
and cill twelve responses are included in the Appendix.) 
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-unty. M«a»tK» 1, I„.i.,n wtth a ncjurc which represents what 
r«rco„L>,cjo Of that-sa™, «.nty. ^nity cUogo is Mi.,,. tMs 
■ - Clone easily as each .^ity coUeje district in Arizona Is ecjuiv- 
ato,t to l^e county, „lu,ough not every co,„,ty has a ca«,nity college. 

■me relation bot>.een l^ese t» ag.:res is referred to as the "SchUlt. 
inde;." (after R.^nd E. Schultz, ^ gives a rough idea of the relative 
representation of ™stltu..t groups in the comity college. B,i3 i^^ 
however, „oy not be revealing, aether del^eatlons can be .^de, which 
are not indicated in this t«per as to the exact meanings of these figures, 
.x.ch as age, sex. residence, fln,-u,cial support, G.I. benefits, previous 
cxlucatl™.! experi^ce, ..d so forth. Nevertheless, for the purpose of 
Uvls paper, this ^,dex will sexve as a toslc criterion frc which specu- 
late, ^ud^ents on nature o, the interaction bet>.een the various col- 
leges and the IMian populations will be nade. 

in my assessments of each county and a«,ity college, I have 
tried to go beyond the infection fr™ Tables 4 and 5. which iMlcate the 
dxstr^utlon of foliations, a^ u.,e supplc..^tary i.foo«tion derlvaj 
frc. additional litarat^e aM fran irdep^^nt ir^or™.ts ,r.e. Schultz. 

Eric Ilexiderson, Ric Wiruiailler - r^r^r^n^^i r^r^ • 

i^'u.xxfc_r personal ccmmunicahions) . 

The Da ta 

The following Fic^e and Tables graphically represent the I^fon^tio. 
collated necessary to evaluate ha. effectively c™»„ity colleges ir, 
Arizona are serving local populations. 
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f'iriui-t! 1 - il lustration Iho ccunty divitiioni:! within the state 
oC Aj-.i./.(;ru-i which currently are idotitical. to tlio various con- 
ram ihy college diGtrrictfi. 'Che counties contcuning conmunity 
collerjes, as well as, all Iixlian Reservations recognized by 
the state and federal govenirients h£ive been identiCied. 

tbles 1 and 2 - are chcurt suanaries of all the information 
r(x:eivod fran the thirteen colleges queried by means of a 
ciucstionnaire. The i,)ercentage of Indian students in each 
collcKje is ii licated on the bottom of Table 1. 

Table 3 - reveals the structure of the total adult county 
Ix;pulation and total adult Irdidin population broken down by 
sex isx each county. The percentage of Indian residents in 
each county is indicated in the last column of Table 3. This 
figure is used to arrive at figures for conparison with Indian 
enrollment in each conmmity college. 

Table 4 - charts the distribution of the county populations 
ijito rural (less that 2500), snail cootnunity (2500 to 10,000), 
city (10,000 to 50,000) ard large metropolitan areas (greater 
tiian 50,000) . Sax is indicated where 1970 census figures 
wcro given. 

Table 5i - represent- tue population figures of all the manbers 
of the fourteen major Indian reservations in Arizona broken down 
by so:-:, and indicates the n'jmbers of adults in tlie two age 
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oouf.ty Subdivisions/Census County Divisions and PIncus Counties , 
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13 
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7 
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69 
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9 


56 
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TABLE 1. ENROLLMENT FIGUlUiS FALL 197S FOR ARIZONA mmiT( COLLEGES 



Eastern 
Arizona 
College 
(Grahaw] 


Glcr.dalc 
Cone. 
College 
( 


Maribopa 
Technical 
College 
MARICOP/ 


Mesa 
Com. 
College 
I COLLEGE 


Phoenix 
College 

IISTRICT 


Scottsdal( 

Comm. 

CoUcgo 

] 


; Mohave 
Conun. 
College 
(Mohave] 


Northland 
Pioneer 
College 
(Navajo) 


Pima 
College 
District 
(Pima) 


Pinal 

CoiM. College 
District" 
(Pinal) ■ 


Yavapa-i 
College 

(Yavapai) 


1670 


4400 


6523 


4600 




2029 
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6980 


1711 
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1270 


2972 
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1243 
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1220 
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96 
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No 

Break- 
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1169 


■1093 


6723 


1806 • 


. 1567 
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3189 


3400 
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1192 
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2 
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13 


No 

Break- 
down 
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and 
70 

Female 


79 


17 


15 


77 


161 
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• 80 


9 


50 


11 


7 


55 
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72 


24 


41 


4 


29 


6 


8 


22 


41 


55 


32 


90 


37 , 


53 


48 


142 


438 
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34 


20 


29 


13 


69 
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74 


56 


17 


24 


35 


73 
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148 


211/ 
4027 
5.2% 
(10%) 


50/ 
12094 
.41 

(1%) 


186/ 
11377 
1.6% 
(U) 


132/ 
1000 
1.2% 
ilH) 


65/ 
4729 
1.3% 
(1%) 


157/ 
1674 
9.3% 
(3%) 


515/ 
2993 
17.2% 
(48%) 


441/ 
19588 
2.3% 

m 


574/ 
5980 
9.5% 
(9%) 


268/ 
4689 

5.7% , 

(2%) 
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TABLE 2. INDIAN COMMUNITlf COLLSGE STUDENTS STATISTICS 
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.■Navajo 
-Hopi* - 
Apache - 
Yaqui ; 
Shoshone 
Onodaga i 
Mission | 
Quechan 
Sioux 
Cherokee 
Paiute 


4) Average 
Age of 
Indian 
Students 


17-S5 yrs 


On Campus 
24 

3ff Cainpus 
39 


20 yrs 


20-22 yrs 


Unknown 


Unknown 




Unkfiown 


Owl 
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TABLE 2. INDIAN COflMUNITV COILSGB STUDENTS STATISTICS 
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Lcopa Colic 


gc Distric 
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lege 
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College 
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College 
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College 
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Navajo 

Hopi 
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Papago 

Followed 

by: 

Pima 

Navajo 
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TABLE 2. INDIAN COWUNITY COLLEGE STUDENTS mUiU\.i [lori) 



Arizona 
Western 
College 



Cochise 
CoUcec 
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A:'i:ona 
CoUcgo 



Mancopg ColleRC District 
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College 



Maricopa 
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Phoenix 
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8) Return Rate 
to Original 
Communiries 

9) Special 
Services 



Unknovm 



80% 



Unknown 



25% 



Unknown 



Unknown 



1) Counseloi 
for /\nicr. 
Indian 
Students 

2) Anier. 
Indian Clut 

Catalog 

Indicates 

Nothing 



No 

Special 
Counseling 

Catalog 
Says 
Amerind 
Club 



20% 



50% 



Unkno'rfn 



Unknown 



Unknown 



Unknown 



Unknown 



Unknown 



Unknown 



Unknown 



^'Yes" No 
(No Details 



Catalog 

Indicates 

Nothing 



Catalog 

Indicates 

Nothing 



No 

Catalog 

Indicates 

Nothing 



Unknown 



Un!'.nown 



"Yes" 
(No Detaili) 



Catalog 

Indicates 

Nothing 



Unknown 



Unknown 



45% 



34% 



Unknown 



Unknown 



25% 



40% 



Unknown 



Unknown 



Unknown 



Unknowri 



"Yes" 

No Details 

Catalog 

Indicates 

Nothing 



"Yes" 



Veteran 



(No Detail^] Outreach, 
Financial 



Catalog 
inentions 
in History 



5 Develop- 
men t tnat 
classes 
held in 
Kaibab and 
Peach Spgs 
Tribal 
Buildings, 
as veil as 
local high 
schools 



Indian 
, Student 
Counselo] 
^dousing, 
Aid, Pro- 
grarircing, 
career, 
personal) 
Indian 
Spccialis 
'>(Alternat; 
Learning 
Catalog Say|s: Center, 
A Co-ordi- 
nator of 
Indian -Pro- 



Aids 

Outreach, 
32 Loca- 
tions on 
Navajo, 
llopi, and 
Apache 
Reservation 



tutoring) 

Catalog 
grains (Patrlic- mentioi 
ca Walsh), certaii 
Conversatioial course 



Nav. I-IV, 
Apache I-II 
Hopi I-II 



like 
Papago 
History 5 
Culture 



H 



ERIC 



TABLB2. INDIAN COHHUN-m COLLEGK STUDENTS STAHSriCS [lion'tj 



Maricopa CoUeR? District 








1 

II..,,.,. 


njcndaic 

Corjiurity 

College 


.Maricopa 

Technical 

College 


Mess 

Conn:unit) 
Collesc 


' Phoenix 
Collcgo 


Scottsdai 
Coixunity 
Collego 


: Mohave 
Coir.unity 
College 


Northland 

Pioneer 

College 


Pima 

College 

District 


Pi:uil C. 

College 

District 


Yavapai 
Coircge 


50% 


Unkno*.;n 


' Unknown 




Unknown 


Unknown 




34% 


20 Student 
a year 
C28.7%) 


i 


Unknown 


Unknown 


Unknown 


* 


Unknown 


Unknown 


25% 


4J% 

• 


80-90% 


St 


Unknown 


Unknown 


Unknown 




Unknown 


Unknown 


Unknown 


Unknown 


Unknown 


Unknown 

\ 

\ 


Ko 

Catalog 

Indicates 

Nothing 

t 

■ 

o 

ERIC 


No 

Catalog 

Indicates 

Nothing 

« 

• 


"Yes" 

(No Detail. 

Catalog 

Indicates 

Nothing 




"Yes*' 

[No Details) 

Catalog 

Indicates 

Nothing 


"Yes*' 

(No Details 

Catalog 
mentions 
in History 
5 Develop - 
ment tnat 
classes 
held in 
Kaibab and 
Peach Spgs 
Tribal 
Buildings, 
as well as 
local high 
schools 

• , 1 


Veteran 
) Outreach^ 
Financial 
Aids 

Outreach, 
32 Loca- 
tions on 
Navajo, 
liopi, and 
Apache 
Reservation 

Catalog Say 
A Co-ordi- 
nator of 
Indian Pro- 
grams (Patn 
ca Walsh) 1 
Convcrsatior 
Vav. MV, 
Apache I-II, 
"lopi MI 


Indian 
. Student 

Counseloi 
(Housing, 
Aid, Pro- 
gramming, 
career, 
personal) 
liidian 
Specialist 
^(Altcrnati 
Learning 
>' Center, 
tutoring) 
- 

Catalog 
^c* mentior 

certair 
lal courses 

like 

Papago 

History ^ 

Culture 
• 


."Some 

emphasis ^ 
not enough* 
1) Placement 
for Vets. 

Catalog 
Mentions: 
Gila River 
Career 
ve Center, 
Pima Mines, 
Amerind 
Club, 
Desert 
nilow . 
5 Training 
Center 


1 

"Yes" 

(No Details) 

Catalog 

Says: 
Interdept. 
American 
Indian 
Studies 
Program ' 

17 



Maricopa Col ^ ego Distiict 



0) * Indian 
Conununity 
Vocal in 
Curricular 
Decisions? 



I) Funding 
for Stu* 
dents or 
Programs 



Ari2o;',a 
itcstcrn 
College 



Cochise 
College 



Last en 
Arizona 
College 



Cicndalc 

Corjnuni:/ 

College 



Maricopa 

Technical 

College 



No 



No 



Yes 



3tA 

Higher 

U 
;'.7^ioy^ 
in:nt 

Assistance 



SEOG 
BEOG 

cws 

NDSL 
BIA 

Nursing 
Loan 
Grants 
FIS Loans 
Law Enforce 
ment Ed. 
Prog., Graijts 
G Loans, 
Private 
Scholar- 
ships 



BIA Funds 



No 



BIA 

BEOG 

Any 

federal 
financial 
ud 



*'No more 
than any 
other 
ethnic 
group*' 



Mesa 

Coaaunity 
College 



Phoenix 
College 



No 
(0) 



AU regula 
sources 
plus 
BIA and 
Tribal 
Grants 
(Yaqui 
Ind. Schol 
arship) 
BIA Women' 
Club Revol 
Loan 



Scottiidaic 

CorjBunity 

College 



Mohave 

Co»nity 

College 



Northland 

Pioneer 

College 



*,They have 
input if 
they want 
it/' 



All 

Financial 

Aids 

Program 



Yes, in 
Peach 
Spgs, N.E 
Mohave 
County 



Normal 
Community 
College 
Funds 



"ies, If 
10 s: ."ientls* 
want a 
class, in 
their 
area^ we 
will teach 
it." 



Pima 

College 

District 



No 



Fcd-wcrk 
study, 
Vet -work 
study, 
Navajo 
Tribe 
Institu- 
tional 
Work 
stvdy 



BIA Grant; 
BIA Emplo) 
ment Ass 
Program, 
BEOG, 
Tribal 
loans anc 
grants 



stern 
l:ona 
ilegc 



r.Icadalc 
Cor-nuni:y 
College 



No 



Fundi 



BIA 
BEOG 
Any 

federal 

financial 
aid 



Maricop 
Technical 
College 



Maricopa Coiiecc District 



Mesa 
Corcunity 
College 



"No more 
than any 
othir 
ethnic 
group" 



No 
(0) 



Phoenix 
C0IIC50 



I Scottsdali 
CorjDunity 
College 



AH regular 
sources 
plus 
QIA and 
Tribal 
Grants 
(Yaqui 
Ind. Schol 
arship) 
BIA IVomen 
Club Revol 
Loan 



"They have 
input if 
they want 
it." 



Mohave 

Community 

College 



•Northland 

Pioneer 

College 



Yes, in 
Peach 
Spgs, N,E 
Mohave 
County 



Pina 

College 

District 



All 

Financial 

Aids 

Program 



Normal 
Conununity 
College 
Funds 



"Yes, If 
10 student!?' 
want a 
class, in 
their 
area, we 
will teach 
it." 



No 



Pinal C. 

College 

District 



Some/ 
through 
an Af^ul: 
Advf.sory 
Grouo 



Yavapai 
College 

No 



Fed- work 
study, 
Vet -work 
study, 
Navajo 
Tribe 
Institu- 
tional 
Work 
study • 



BIA Grant 
BIA Emploj 
mcnt Ass' 
Program, 
BEOG, 
Tribal 
loans and 
grants 



. BIA Schol- 
-arships 
BEOG • 

avs 

NDSL 
CETA 
TWEP 
DES 
DVIZ 
ASC • 
Fee Waven 



BEOG 
BIA 



ERIC 
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TABLE 3: 1970 CENSUS INFORMMION CONCERNING Cm POPULATIONS IN ARIZONA (COUNTY-COMHUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT) 



Cciauunity 
College 

M (■) * ♦ . + + f + 



APACHE COCHISE COCQNI.N'O GIIA GRAHAM GREEIEE MARICOPA MOHAVE NAVAJO PIMA PINAL -CRUZ 



Total 

Population 


32,29fl 


61 JID 


48 ^9fi 






1U|530 


967,522 


25,857 


47,715 


351,667 


67,916 


15,966 


Males 


1S,88S 


31,569 


23,952 


14,388 


8,S19 


5,126 


471,9/5 


13,084 


23,623 


171,654 


34,843 


6,537 


Females 


16,413 


30 341 








5,204 


495,547 


12,773 


24,092 


180,013 


. 33,073 


7,429 


Total 

Indian 

Population 


23,994 


152 


11,996 


4,591 


1,682 


124 


11,159 


869 


23,023 


8,837 


6,405 


1 

22 


Males 


11,716 


81 


S,798 


2,^48 


d22 


1 

5:? 


S,335 


448 


11,283 


4,395 


3,194 


12 


Females. 


1^,278 


71 


ft 10)1 




j 

t 
1 

1 

1 

1 

ooO 


65 


5,824 


421 


11,740 


4,442 


3,211 


10 


Percent 
of Indian 
Population ♦ 


74.% 


.IS 


25.^ 


16.1 






1.% 




48.% 




9t 


MS 



lENSUS INFORMATION CONCERNING GOTO POPUUTIONS IN ARIZONA (COUNTY^COMMDNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT) 

t 



+ + + . + 



OCONINO 


GIIA 


SANTA ~ 
GRARiW GREELEE MARICOPA HOHAVE NAVAJO PIMA PIHAL CRUZ YAVAPAI . YUMA 


4S,326 


29,255 


16,578 


10,330 


967,522 


25,857 


47,715 


351,667 


67,916 


13,966 


^6.733 


60,827 


23,952 


14,388 


8,510 


5,126 


471,975 

! 


13,084 


23,623 


171,65'. 


34,843 


6.537 


18,312 


31,539 


24,374 


14,867 


S,059 


:,204 


495,547 


12,773 


24,092 


180,013 


.^3,073 


7,429 


18,421 


29,288 


11,996 


4,591 


1,682 


124 


11,159 


869 


23,023 


8,837 


6,405 


22 


1 686 


2,272 


5,798 


2,^48 


f22 


59 


5,335 


448 


11,283 


4,395 


3,194 


12 


348 


* 

1,171 


6,198 


2,343 


860 


65 


5,824 


421 


11,740 


4,442 


3,211 




338 


1.101 


25.t 


16.^ 


10.% 


1.% 


1.% 


3.% 


48.% 




9% 


/MS 


2H 


4% 



TABLE 4: DISTRIBUTION OF ARIZaVA'S POPULATION 





APACHE 


cociii;e 


COCONINO 


GIL\ 


GRAILIM 


GREBIEE 




\ MOHAVE 


NAVAJO 


PIMA 


PINAL 


SANTA 

CRu: 


RURh.<2,500 
TOTAL M/\LE 
INDIAN 


,5,885 / 
/ll,7I( 


12,313/^ 
)/ 57 


10,945/ 
/^,134 


7 . 

7,943 / 
/1,072 


'S,014 / 

/m 


/ ■■ - 
2,630 / 

/ 33 


' 32,281/ 
/1,4S6 


' 9,468 / 
/ 579 


17,359/ 
/ ^0.49; 


'?5,S30 / 
\ /2,863 


' 18,606/ 
/2,915 


2,390/ 
/ 9 


RURAL<2,S0O 
TOTAL FEJttLE 
INDIAN 


16,413/ 


lO.OSj/ 
/ 44 


11,264/ 

Ami 


8,043/ 
/,033 


5,231 / 
/ 533 


1 2,613/ 
/ 40 


31,444/ 
A43O 


^077/ 
/ 346 


17,531/ 
/ 10.85f 


16,072/ 
) /2.8I3 


16,60/' 
/2.9J4 


2,63o/ 

/ 5 '-■ 


PUCES 2,500 • 
10,000 TOTAL 
MALE 5 FBIALE 
INDIAN 

• 


San 

Carlos 
n. 1,216 

(1120) 
f. 1,326 

(1200) 


Benson 

ra. 1,393 

(2) 
f. 1,446 

(2) 


h'iiliams 

D. 2,216 

(4) 
f. 1,227 

(1) 


Globe 

Di. 3,563 
(48) 

f. 3,770 
(S3) 


Safford 

in. 2,505 

(16) 
f. 2,828 

(27) 


Clifton 

IB. 2,496 
(26) 

f. 2,591 
(25) 


Avondale 

in. 3,090 

(10) 
f. 3,214 

(11), ,. 


Kingman 

IB. 3,.)16 
(69) 
f. 3,696 

(75) 


Holbrook 

IB. 2,376 
(246) 

f. 2,383 
(286) 


Ajo 

m. 2,872 
(262) 

f. 3,009 
(265) 


Coolidge 

IB. 2,265 
(79) 

f. 2,386 
(111) 


Nogales j 

nil 4,467 

(3) 
f. 4,799 

(S) 




Bisbcc 

m. 4,029 

(2) 
f. 4,299 

(S) 




Miami 

n. 1,666 

(8) 
f. 1,728 

(7) 






Buclceye 

IB. 1,312 

(7) 
f. 1,287 




Winslow 

n. 3J88 
(545) 
f. 4,178 
• (568) 


South 

Tucson 
n. 3,097' 

(272) 
f. 3,123 

(325) 


Eloy 

IB. 2,666 
(52) 

f. 2,715 
(60) 




.„ 


For* 

Huach 
ID. 3,370 

(6) 
f. 3,289 
(10) 










Cashion 

IB. 1,333 

■ (4) 
f. 1,372 

, (7) 








Kearny 

ra. 467 

(2) 
f. 1,362 

(3) 


; 




Sierra 
Vista 
m. 3,312. 

(16) 
f. 3,377 

(5) ■ 




• 






El Mirage 

IB. 1,593 

(14) 
f. 1,665 

(17) 








San 

Manuel 
Bi. 2,226 

(19) 
f. 2,106 
(20) 


i 

* 






Willcox 

M. 1,247 
(3) 

^ 1 701 

'0 








1 


Luke 

n. 3|585 

(14) 
f. 1,662 

(6) 






■ 


Superior 

Ji. 2,467 
(42) 

f, 2,508 
(37) 


• 



H 



TABLE 4: DISTPIBUTION OF ARIZOfW'S POPULATION 





GILA 


G!tAHA;>: 


CREELEE 


M\RICOP; 


\ MOHAVE 


NAVAJO 


PLMA 


PIKAL 


SANTA 

CRU 


I mm 


YUMA 


y 

134 


7,943 X 


3,014 / 
/ !06 


2,630 / 
/ 33 


/1,4S6 


' 9,468 / 
/ 579 


17,359/ 
/ ^0,49: 


'!S,S30>/ 
2 /2,863 


'l8,t)06/ 
/4,915 


' 2,390/ 
/ 9 


' 10,72;/ 
/ 229 


1: 974/ 
/ 1,045 


Y 

338 


8,043 / 


5,231 / 
/ 833 


'2,613/ 
/ 40 


31,444/ 
/l,430 


9,077 / 
/ 346 


17,531/ 
/ lO.SSf 


!6,072 / 
) / ^.813 


16,60/" 
/2.914 


2,630/ 
/ 5 ' 


10,10/ 
/ 276 


10,83/^ 
/ 986 


ins 

116 
!27 


Globo 

in. 3,563 
(48) 

f. 3,770 
(S3) 


Safford 

ni. 2,505 
(16) 
f. 2,828 

(27), 


Clifton 

m. 2,496 
(26) 

f. 2,591 
(25) 


Avondalc 

m. 3,090 

(10) 
f. 3,214 

(11) 


Kingman 

m. 3,616 
(69) 

f. 3,696 
(75) 


Holbrook 

m. 2,376 
(246) 

f. 2,383 
(286) 


Ajo 

m. 2,872 
(262) 

f. 3,009 
(265) 


Coolidge 

m. 2,265 
(79) 

£. 2,386 
(111) 


Nogales 

ni, 4.467 

(3) 
f. 4,799 

(5) , 


Cotton . 

wood 
m. 1.381 

(22) 
f. 1,434 

(23) 


W. Yuma 

in. 2 804 

(7) 
f. 2,748 

(9) 




Miami 

n. 1,666 

(8) 
f. 1,728 

(7) 






Buckeye 

m. 1.312 

(7) 
f. 1.287 

(9) 




IVinsIow 

in* 3^888 
(545) 
f. 4,178 
• (S6d) 


South 

Tucson 
m. 3,097' 

(272) 
f. 3,123 

(325) 


Eloy 

m. 2,666 
(S2) 

f. 2,715 
(60) 






Station 
m. 2-411 
.(21) 
f. 1,049 
(2) 










Cashion 

m. 1,333 

■ (4) 
f. 1,372 

(7) 






r 


Kearny 

m. 467 

(2) 
f. 1,362 

(3) . 






• 










CI Mirage 

m. 1,593 
(14) 
f. 1,665 








San 

Manuel 
in. 2,226 

(19) 
f. 2,106 

(20) 
















Luke 

7,335 

(H^ 
t. l,6t/2 . 

(6) ■ 






I 

\ 


Superior 

n. 2,467 
(42) 

f. 2,508 
(37) 


• 







ERIC 
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TABLE 4: OISTRIBimC'^ OF ;\RIZOJiA'S POPULATION 





APACHE 


CCCHISE 


COCONINO 


GIU 




GREELEE 


M\RICOPa! MOt!AVE 


MAJO 


PIMA 


PINAL 


SANTA 

CRUZ 


PUCES 2,500 - 
10,000 TOTAL 
MALE 6 FDULE 
INDIAN 
(CONTINUED) 








f 






PaTadisc 
Valley 
a. 3,534 

(9) 
f. 3,621 

(8) 























• 




Peoria 

n. 2.339 
(16) 

f. 2,453 
(23) 










i 

1 














Tolleson 

n. 1,938 
(34) 

f. 1.943 
(35) 


• 






• 
















Wicken- 
burg 
in. 1,300 

(7) 
f. 1,398 

(6) 












PUCES 
10,000 ■ 
50,000 




Pouglas 

12,462 
(Total) ' 
9 (Ind) 

tj Ulalv 

4 female 


Flagstaff 

26.117 

(Total) 

1,324 

664 male 
660 fe- 
male 








Chamller 

13,763 
(Total) 
161 (Ind) 
89 male 
72 fcraalo 


• 






Casn 
Grande 
10,536 
(Total) 
151 (Ind) 

OC MA In 

od inaic 
66 fcnulc 


• 
















36.228 
(Total) 
109 (Ind) 
56 male 
S3 fenialc 













TABLE 4: DISTRIBUTICN OF /VRIZONA'S POPULATION 

I 



CONINO 


GIU 




G.^EELEE 


MARICOPA 


MOflAVE 


NAVAJO 


PIMA 


PINAL 


SANTA 

CRUZ 


YAVAPAI 


YUMA 




* 






Paradise 
Valley 
n. 3,534 

(9) 
f. 3,621 

(8) 




















• 




Peoria 

m, 2.339 
(16) 

f. 2,453 
(23) 










• 




• 










Tolles.pn 

n. 1,938 
(34) 
f. 1,943 

, (35) 
























Wicken- 
burg 
m. 1,300 

(7) 
f. 1,398 

(6) 






- 










Igstafi 

117 
>tal) 
124 
(M) 
\ nalo 
) fe- 
male 


• 






Chnmllcr 

13,763 
(Total) 
161 (Ind) 
89 male 
72 female 


• 






Cnsn 
Grande 
10.536 
(Total) 
151 (Ind) 
85 male 
66 fcniale 


• 


Prcscott 

13,030 
(Total) 
176 (Ind) 
97 male 
79 female 


Yuma 

29,007 
(Total) 
202 (Ind) 
98 male 
104 female 










Glcndsle 
36,228 
(Total) 
109 (Ind) 
56 niale 
S3 femaie 

















ERIC 
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TABLE 4: DISTRIBUTICi OF ARIZO^JA'S POPULATIOli' 




H 



ERIC 



TABLE 4: DISTRIBUTION OF ARIZONA'S POPULATION 



GILA 



GRAHAV GREELEE MARICOPA 



MOHAVE 



NAVAJO PIMA 



IanTa" 



PINAL 



CRUZ 



YAVAPAI 



Sun City 



13.670 
(Total) 
4 (Ind) 
1 male 
3 female 



Phoenix 

863,357 

(Total) 

418,398 

male 

444,959 

::enialo 

7.957 

(Ind) 
3,710 
male 
4,247 
female 



Tucson 

294,184, 

(Total) 

143,252 

male 

150,932 

female 

2,634 

(Ind) 
1,270 
male 
1,364 ' 
female 



ERIC 
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USA Reservation' Population = 
213,770 Indians 



COLORADO RIVER RESERVATION 
(Chemehueui, Mohave, Navajo, § Hopil 
Total 1,715 OX of Total USA 

,%4 Male 

8ll Female 330 (16-24 yrs) 
304 (25-44 yrs) 

(Yuma County) 



FORT APACHE (Western Apache Indians) 

Total 5,903 2.8?^ of Total USA 
3,009 Male 

2,894 Female 899 (16-24 yrs) 
1,224 (25-44 yrs) 
(Navajo, Gila, Apache Graham Counties) 



TABLE S. PRESERVATION POPULATIONS IN ARIZONA 

* (Major) ' 



HOPI (Hopi Indians) 

Total 4,404 2.1% of Total USA 
2,097 Male 

2,307 Female 760 f 16-24 yrs) 
739 (25-44 yrs) 

(Navajo County) 
HUALAPAI (Hualapai Indians) 

Total 443 0.2'^ of Total USA 
244 Male 

199 Female 74 (16-24 yrs) 
90 (25-44 ,yrs) 

(Mohave § Coconino Counties) 



(1970) 



FORT MACDOWCLL (Yavapai § Apache Indiana) KAIBAB (Southern Paiute Indians) 



Total 152 O.n of Total USA 
69 Male 

83 Female 18 (16-24 yrs) 

; 36 (25-44 yrs) 

(Maricopa County) 



Total 4,573 2.1% of Total USA 
2,292 Male 

2,281 Female 704 (16-24 yrs) 
929 (25-44 yrs) 

(Maricopa County) 



JOINT USE AREA (Navajo § Hopi Indians) 

Total 7,726 3.6% of Total USA 
3,639 Male 

4,087 Female 1,227 (16-24 yrs) 
1,531 (25-44 yrs) 
(Navajo § Coconino Counties) 



Total 83 A of USA 
29 Male. 

54 Female 10 (16-24 yrs) 

18 (25-44 yrs) 

(Mohave County) 



NAVAJO (Navajo Indie 

Total 56,949 26.6% c 
AZ 36,999 17.3% 
NM 17,700 8.3% 

Utah 2,250 1.1% ■ 

(Navajo, Coconino, j 

PAPAGO (Papago India 

Total 4,879 2.3% of 
2,482 Male 
2,397 Female 

(Pima § Maricopa Cou 



MARICOPA (AK CHIN) 
(Pima and Papago Indians) 
Total 376 0.2% of USA 
173 Male 

203 Female 47 (16-24 yrs) 
79 (25-44 yrs) 

(Pinal County) 



SALT RIVER (Pima, Ma 



Total 



721 0.3% of 
438 Male 
283 Female 



(Maricopa County) 



SAN CARLOS (Apache I: 

Total 4,525 2.1% of 
2,172 Male 
2,353 Female 

(Apache County) 



SAN XAVIER (Papago Ii 

Total 493 0.2% of 
228 Male . 
265 Female 

(Pima County) 



[TABLE 5. *RESEltVATION POPUUTIONS IN ARIZONA (1970) 
I ' *(M{ljor) 





HOPI (Hopi Indians') 

Total 4,404 2.1% of Total USA 
2,097 Male 

2,307 Female 760 (16-24 yrs) 

739 (25-44 yrs) 

(Navajo County) 


NAVAJO (Navajo Indians) 

Total 56,949 26.6% of Total USA 
AZ 36,999 17.3% 

NM 17,700 8.3% 5,989 (16-24 yrs) 
Utah 2,250 1.1% 7,303 (25-44 yrs) 

(Navajo, Coconino, 5 Apache Counties) 


pi) 

yrs) 
yrs) 


HUALAPAI (Hualapai Indians) 

Total 443 0.2% of Total USA 
244 Male 

199 Female 74 (16-24 yrs) 
90 (25-44 yrs) 

(Mohave fr Coconino Counties) 


PAPAGO (Papago Indians) 

Total ^,,879 2,3% of Total USA 
2,482 Male 

2,397 Female 737 (16-24 yrs) 
1,007 (25-44, yrs) 

1 (Pima § Maricopa Counties) 


ns) 
rrs) 

0*5) 

mties) 


JOINT USE AREA (Navajo § Hopi Indians) 

Total 7,726 3.6% of Total USA 
5,639 Male 

4,087 Female 1.227 f 16-24 vrsi 
1,531 (25-44 yrs) 
(Navajo 5 Coconino Counties) 


SALT RIVER (Pima, Maricopa § Yavapai) 

Total 721 0.3% of Total USA 

438 Male 

if!>6 hemale 135 (16-24 yrs) 
147 (25-44 yrs) 

(Maricopa County) 


[ndian; 

rs) 
rs) 


) KAIBAB (Southern Paiute Indians) 

Total 83 A of USA 
29 Male 

54 Female lO (16-24 yrs) 
■18 (25-44 yrs) 

(Mohave County) 


SAN CARLOS (Apache Indians) 

Total 4,525 2.1% of Total USA 
2,172 Male 

936 (25-44 yrs) 

(Apache County) 


a) 
rs) 


MARICOPA (AK CHIN) 1 
(Pima and Papago Indians) 
Total 376 0.2% of USA 
173 Male 

203 Female 47 (16-24 yrs) 
79 (25-44 yrs) 

(Pinal County) 


SAN XAVIER (Papago Indians) 

Total 493 0.2% of Total USA 
228 Male 

265 Female 87 fl6-24 vrsi 

86 (25-44 yrs) 

(Pima County) 



groups: 16-24 years, and 25-44 years, which most represent 
potential carmunity college enrollees. 

Table 6 - represents a population sunmary for American Indians 
in Arizona broken down into urban, rural (non-farm) , and rural 
( farm) categories . 

Table 7 - gives a gross educational statistical sumnary for 
Arizona American Indian enrollment in 1970 for high school, 
one to three years of college, and four-plus years of college. 

Table 8 - represents a subjectively derived table indicating 
the adequacy of the responses to the questionnaire distributed 
to all Arizona ccmmunity colleges. First, each institution 
was ranked as to the completeness and detail of the response 
in regards to the itemized questions. Secondly, each category 
of response was corparitively ranked between institutions, 
l^n evaluation and ranking of each response, numerical ranks 
were totaled to indicate over-all knowledge of Indian student 
enrollment data. This chart, admittedly, is sxobjective and 
may not accurately represent the quantity or quality of know- 
ledge controlled by the administration concerning Indian stu- 
dents at that institution. Variables, such as available time, 
accessibility of data, the informant's personal knowledge 
versus institutional knowledge, and prejudice toward the 
author as a student may have influenced the quality and quantity 
of the responses. Nevertheless, I feel that this information 
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TABLIi 6. POPULATION SUMMARY FOR 
AMCRIC/\N INDIANS IN ARIZOIJA (1970) 



TOTAL 



URBAN 



RURAL 
(Non-Fann) 



94,310 
46,267 Male 
48,043 Female 

16,442 
7,832 Male* 
8,610 Female 

70,808 

34,976 Male ■ 
35,832 Female 



RURAL 
(Farm) 



7,060 

3,459 Male 
3,601 Female 



TOTAL 34,996 Individuals Enrolled in Schools 
5,357 Urban Enrollment 
29,639 Rural Enrollment 



HIGH 5,409 Total 
SCHOOL 

1,367 Urban 



4,042 Rural 



1-3 1,292 Total 

YEARS 

COLLEGE 504 Urban 
788 R[iral 



4 YEARS+ 484 Total 
COLLEGE 

229 Urban 
255 Rural 



32 



TABLE 8: "ADEQUACY OF RESPONSE" TO qUGSTIONN'AIRE DISTfllBUTED 
IN RECAIID TO INDIAN moiliw WITHIN THEIR COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

Maricopa College District 



Arizona 
Western 

CollCRO 



Cochise 

CollCRO 



Eastern 
Arizona 
.College 



Total enroll 
Inent figures 
JO. 
lan en- 
Irollmcnt 
figures (0.1 

Knowledge of 
Tribal break 
down within 
Indian on* 
Irolkent 



Glendale 
Community 
College 



Maricopa 
Technical 
Col lege 



Northland! Pima 



College 
Distric 




Follow up 
Knowledge of 
No. of Indian 
Students who 
transfer to 
|4-)T. instit 

ro.i 



TABLE 8: "ADEQUACY OF ROSPONSC" TO QUESTIONNAIRE DISTRIBUTED 
IN RliCAHD TO INDIAN liNROLLMONT WITHIN THEIR COKMUMITY COLLEGE 

Maricopa College District 



lastorn 

'ollejje 


Glcndalo 
Communit] 
College 


MaricoDa 
f Technical 
CoUofie 


Communit 
Cell CEO 


y Phoenix 
College 


ocottsaaio 

Community 

ColleRO 


Monave 

Community 

College 


Northlan 
' Pioneer 
College 


d Pima 
College 
District 


Pinal C. 

College 

District 


Yavapai 
College 


dequate 


Adequate 

] 


Adequate 

1 


Fair 

1 


-0- 


Adequate 


Adequate 
1 1 


Adequate 
1 


Adequate 

. 1 


Adequate 

1 


Adequate 

1 


lequato 

■ 


Adequate 
1 


Below 
Average q 


Adequate 
1 


-0- 


Adequate 


Adequate 

I 


Adequate 
1_ 


Adequate 
1 


Adequate 
1_ 


Adequate 
l_ 


lir 

, 2 


Below 
Average 

1 


In- 
adequate 

0 


In- 
adequate 

0_ 


-0- 


In. 

adequate 
0 


In- 
adequate 

0 


Fair 
I 


Good 

3 


Good 

3* 


In- 

fldeotiAtA 

. 0' ■ 


1 ' 


Estimate 
of mean 


In- 
adequate 

0 


In- 
adequate 
0 


-0- 


In- 
adequate 

0 


Mean 

2 


Mean 

2 


All stu- 
dent mean 
1 


Mean 

2 


In. ; 
adequate 

0 


■ 

low 
era^o 
1 


Below 
Average 
I 


In- 
adequate 
(I 


In- 
adequate 
0_ 


-0- 


In- 
adequate 
0 


In- 
adequate 
0 


Below 
Average 
1_ 


Very 
Good 
3 


Good 

2 


Below 
Average 

1 


i 

fiure 
ven 

I 


* 

Figure 
Given 

1_ 


In- 
adequate 

J__ 


In- 
adequate 

0__ 


•0- 


In- 
adequate 

0_ 


In- 
adequate 

0_ 


Figure 
Given 




Figure . 
Given 

1_ 


Figure 
Given 

_1 


'igure 
Given 


equate 
0 


In- 
adequate 

0 


In- 
adequate 

0 


In- 
adequate 

0 


-0- 

i 


In- 
adequate 

0 


In- 
adequate 

0 


Figure 
Given 

1 


Figure 
Given 

1 


Figure 
Given 

1 


I 

'igure 

WAV Gil 

1 


















• 
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TABLE 8: "ADEQUACV OF RESPONSE" TO QUESTIONNAIRE DISTRIBUTED 

IN RIICARD TO INDI/IV CNROLIHNT KITHIN THEIR CO^WilflITY COLLEGE (CON'T) 

Mar kopfi College District 





Arizona 
Western 

Collei;^e^ 


Cochise 
College 


Eastern 
Arizona 
Collope 


Glcndalo 
Conununity 


Maricopa 
Technical 

Tnl 1 Adit 


Mesa 
Comuiunit 

PaI 1 AAA 


) Phoenix 
College 


Scottsdale 

Community 

College 


Mohave 

Communit) 

College 


Northland 
' Pioneer 
College 


PlM 

College 
District 


Special 
Service Pro« 
grans for 
Indian Stu- 
dents (0.2 


Response 

; 1 


Response 
1 


In- 
adequate 
Response 
0 


Response 
1 


Response 
"l 


In- 

adequate 
Response 
0 


"0- 


In- 

adequate 
Response 

0 


In- 
adequate 
Response 

0 


Good 

Response 

2 


Good 
Response 

J 


KnOWiCugc 0:: 
Indian com- 

opinion in 
curricular 

|0>icy (0,1 


Response 
1 


Response 
1_ 


Response 
1^ 


Response 
J_ 


Response 
1_ 


No 

Response 
0 


"0. 


Response 

1 


Response 
1 


Response 
1_ 


Response 


Funding tor 
Indian Stu- 

uoncs IU»*>, 


Fair 

2_ 


Very 
Good 

4^ 


Below 
Average 

\ 


Fair 

2_ 


In- 
adequate 
No Re- 
sponse 0 


Fair 
2 


.0- 


In- 
adequate 

0_ 


In-' 

adequate 
0 


Fair 

2_ 


uyuu 


*Ovcr-All 

Assessment 


11 


19 


ID 


11 


3 


4 




3 


S 


14 


3 

17 


No. indicate! 
Comparative 
Ranking of 
Adequacy of 
Response 


3 


1 

Well 

Informed 


6 


S 


10 


9 


-0- 


10 


8 


4 


2 

Well 

Informed 
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TABLE 8 1 "ADEQUACY OF RESPONSE" TO QUESTIONNAIRE DISTRIBUTED 

IN REGARD TO INDIAN' ENROLDIENT WITHIN IIIEIR COMITY COLLEGE (CON'T) 

Maric opa Co l lene District 



•n 
la 

|e 


Glcndnlti 

Community 

College 


Maricopa 
Technical 

Pa! 1 AfTrt 


Mesa 

Conmunit 

LOiiCgO 


) Phoenix 
College 


Scottsdale 

Coirjuunity 

Collcno 


Mohave 

Community 

Collcfie 


Northlanc 
' Pioneer 
College 


Pima 

College 

District 


Pinal C. 

College 

District 


Yavapai 
Col lose 


to 
so 


Response 
1 


Response 

1 


In- 
adequate 
Response 
0 


-0- 


In- 

adequate 
Response 

0 


In- 
adequate 
Response 

0 


Good 

Response 

2 


Good 
Response 

2 


In- 
adequate 
Response 

n 
u 


In- 
adequate 
Response 


56 
1 


Response 
•1 


Response 
l_ 


No 

Response 
0 


-0- 


Response 

1 


Response 
1 


Response 
1_ 


Response 
I 


Response 
1_ 


Response 
1_ 


D 

1 


Fair 

2 


In- 
adequate 
No Re- 
sponse 0 


Fair 

2 


-0- 


In- 
adequate 

0 


In-' 

adequate 

0 


Fair 

2 


WW 

3 


< 

very 
Good 

4 


Below 
Average 

1 


0 


11 


3 


4 




3 


S 


14 


17 


16 


7 




S 

# 


10 




-0- 


10 


s 


4 


2 

l^cll 

Informed 


3 

Well 

Informed 


7- 
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allows me a little inoro evidence for evaluating general 
"tidequacy." 

Evaluation 

Apache County: Seventy-four percent (74%) of this prijnarily 
rural county is Indian. The only sizable 
contnunity in Apache County is San Carlos, which 
is almost exclusively inhabited by Apaches. 
No comnunity college is specifically desig- 
nated for Apache County; however, neighboring 
Navajo County (Northlana Pioneer Conrainity 
College) has irade arrangements with Apache 
County to use its facilities. Navajos in the 
northern half of the county are also serviced 
by Navajo Connunity College in Tsaile Lake and 
the College of Ganado, both on the Navajo 
Reservation. 

Cochise County: ivhile only .3% of the county is reported as 

being Indian, .8% of Cochise College's enroll- 
ment is Indian. Interestingly, at least half 
of these are non-Southvestern Indian cultures, 
including Aleut, Cherokee, Chicksa;^;, Chocktaw, 
Corw, and Yakima. The registrar reports that 
one-half of the on-campus students are enrolled 
in Cochise's v/ell-recognized aviation program. 
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Coconino County: 
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Cochise has the highest completion rate re- 
lX)rtGd for any community college. Tnis micht 
possibly be attributed to high student motiv- 
ation, particularly since, the majority of 
Indian enrollees are attracted from out-of- 
state locations. There cure apparently no 
special counseling or Indian-orientec?. programs 
at Cochise. The catalog reports only an 
;^'^ind Club. Also, a fair number of pos- 
sible loading and granting funds are avail- 
able to Indian students. Considering that there 
are no indigenous Irdian reservations in Co- 
chise County and tha' only a small percentage 
of Indians reside in the county, the comiunity 
college is amazingly well-infomed about this 
particular sector of its student population. 
Furthermore, in ccrrparison with all the other 
institutions that returned questionnaires, 
Cochise appears to be the most adequately 
aware of this group and rmst conscientious in ' 
its account of the statistics. 

Tl^7enty-five percent (25%) of the population 
in this county is Indian. It is the largest 
county in the state, one-third of which is ^ 
Navajo Reservation. The majority of this county 
is rural land on which alinost one-half of the 
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of the population live. Inspito oC the large 
land area and dispersed rural population which . 
might be profitably served by a cxmnunity 
college, there is no state-organized con- 
munity college in Coconino County. Seariingly, 
sane of the need for such a college has been 
fulfilled by Northern Arizona University in 
Flagstaff, Navajo CCtmunity College on the Navajo 
Reservation, and by conmunity colleges in ad- 
joining counties such as Yavapai and North- 
land Pioneer, still, i can see a need for a 
cctnmnity college in that county, perhaps located 
in Williams, Page, or possibly Flagstaff. 

Gila County: Sixteen percent (16%) of the county's popula- 
tion is Indian, predcminantly l-Jhite Mountain 
Apache. Over iialf of these live in rural areas, 
and the great majority of the rest are found 
in reservation comiunities . Globe and Miami 
are sizable enough caiminities to possibly 
support their own connunity college campus, 
yet, none exist to date. Apparently, Gila 
County residents use facilities frcm surrounding 
counties . 

Graham County: Ten percent (10%) of the county population is 
Indian, the majority being represnted as San 
Carlos Apache. Yet, the existing canminity 
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colioge, I;Ustorn Arizorvi College in Thatcher, 
indicates Uiat only 5.2% of student enrollment 
is identified as /ancrican Indian. Tliis ap- 
parently is svini)icious by the standards of the 
Schultz Irdex. since one-third of the county 
is considered Apache Reservation, it would ap- 
pear that rpore Indian students could be at- 
tracted or find a conmunity college's offerings 
useful . 

Croenlee County: Only seventeen percent (171) of the total 

population for this county is Indian. This 
is the smallest county in Arizona. Over half 
of the population is rural with only one fair- 
sized comiunity, Clifton, Croenlee apparently 
uses the facilities of adjoining Graham County. 

Maricopa Coumty: Only one percent (1%) of this populated county 

is identified as Anerican Indian, scme of 
these people live in the rural areas, but the 
majority of the Indian population is concen- 
trated in the greater phoenix area. The need 
here for improved outreach and Indian-oriented 
education seojis called for, inspite of the 
Schultz Index indicating otherwise: Glendale, 
0.4%; Marxcof^ Tech, 1.6%; Mesa, 1.2%-; Phoenix, 
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College (no data); Scottsdale, 1.3%, Con- 
sidering that many Indians live in the urban 
center of Ehoe^iix, it would appear that a larger 

a' • ^ 

proportion of Indian students should be in- 

/ 

VOlved. 

Navajo County: This is a problanatic countv picture and com- 
munity college picture to assess. Forty-eight 
percent (48%) of the county's population is 
Indian. Over S^o-thirds of the lard is con- 
sidered Navajo, Hopi, or Apache Peservation, 
yet, only 17.8% of the Northland pioneer Con- 
munity College system is Indian-enrolled with . 
32 class offering locations on these three 
reservations. Tlie problem of evaluation is can- 
plicated with tlic necessary consideration of 
the two "ccmpeting" institutions, Navajo Oam- 
munity College and the College of C^anado. 
Considering that these two independent in- 
stitutions of higher learning are-Wavajo nan 
and operated, j^IPCC may not be recruiting or 
attracting as many students as it might if it 
v/ere not in competition with the tavo Navajo 
colleges. Perhaps i t is more concerned v;ith 
serving other sectors of the region's popula- 
tion who live in Winslo*;, Holbrook, cind areas 
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in the centxal portion of the county. 

Pima County: Even with half the county's land area considered 
Papago Reservation, Pima County is only 3% ] 
Indian. Over half of the Indian population 
lives in the rural areas, and the najority of 
the renainder are. living in the greater Tucson " 
area. Inspite of Piina's excellent ranking, 
second only to Cochise, College (see Table 8) , 
the Indian student enroltaent is only 2.3% of 
the total enrollment of Pirpa College in Tucson. 
Piira seems to be well-informed of its Indian 
student enrollment and problens. Herev I am not 
sure of exactly v/hat the statistics represent. 

Santa Cruz County: This is the smallest county in Arizona, ar^- 

wise. Only .1% of the total population is 
Indian. There are n o coTTTtunity colleges re- 
siding in this county, students are enrolled 
in adjoining counties' institutions. 

Yavapai County: With only 29:. of the population recorded as In- 

dian, Yavapai College in Prescott seems to enjoy 
a favorable reputation v/ith Indian students. 
Yavapai's Indian enrollment is approximately 
5.6% of the total enrollment. By the Schultz 
Index criterion, this looks fairly good, although 
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Yavapai's over-all adequacy of response ranking 
is average. 

Yuma County: Within this county resides a portion of the 

Colorado River Reservation Indians (Chanehuevis, 
MDhaves, Navajos, and Hopis) and two cortimunities 
of Cocopahs near Yuma. These locales conprise 
most of the county's 4% Indian population. 
Nevertheless, Arizona Western College only has 
an Indian enrollment figure of .5%. Prom 
statistics given, more "non-local" Indians 
(Hopi/Tewa, Cherokee, Laguna, Navajo, Papago) 
than "local" Indians (Quechan or Yuma or Cbcopah) 
attend the college. By all indications, this 
low figure appears to signify an undeveloped 
program at Arizona Western College. 

Conclusions 

• 

The preceding evaluations are tentative statements based on a 
ILTdted aiTiount of generalized data. However, there are a number of 
factors currently uncontrolled that would be on considerable im- 
portance in a thorough and intensive evaluation of the comtunity 
college's relationship with local Indian populations. 

1. The statistics as presented in the foregoing tables may 
not actually reflect the true picture: Fall 1975 enroll- 
ment data has been contrasted with 1970 census data. 
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• The statistics given reflect only one segment of each 
coninunity college district's potential enrollment popu- 
lation. No mention of the relative nijraber of Mexican- 
American, Black, Iw-inccsre T-Jhite, or any atypical or 
minority population is made. Thus, there may be a false 
impression of whether or not any given conmunity college 
is fulfilling one of its philosophical functions - that of 
offering an equal opportunity of education for all peoples. 
These statistics are not refined enough to indicate three 
major danains: 

A. The statistics do not reveal which sectors of the Indian 
populations are actually using the catmunity colleges, e.g., 
what age ranges are primarily enrolled; how acculturated 
are these Indian enrollees; are the enrollees mostly urban, 
rural or reservation Indians; do they have a high school 
ecjuivalency; what type of previous schooling do they have - 
BIA boarding school, mission, public day school? 

B. The statistics do not indicate for what purposes the 
community colleges are actually being used. Are the 
veteran students enrolling just to derive G. I. benefits, 
or teiriporary returnees from off-reservation universities 
and colleges collecting a few credits in a nearby connunity 
college to fill some gaps? Are courses being offered for 
tJie education of older people in the areas of health and 
welfare education? Or, are the young Indian people enrolling 
in community colleges because they offer the closest, least 
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expensive, or most appropriate educational experience? 
C. The statistics do not re^^eal what courses being offered 
by the college are actually teir 7 used or desired by the 
Indian comnunities , e.g., are all vocational type courses 
male-directed: are the fonale manbers of the comiunities being 
properly sought out; is the carramity directly or indirectly 
being represented in curricular decisions? 
4. There is no way to ascertain whether or not the ccnmunity 
college is falling short in terms of ineffective outreach 
"recruiting," poor catalog entries, offering inappropriate 
coui-ses, offering appropriate courses but., in disadvantageous 
locals, or by not providing effective teachers for Indian 
conmmities. These factors and other are particularly 
iitportant to keep in mind in light of the canpeting agencies 
and organizations which work with Indian peoples, such as, 
the Public Health Service, Welfare, and other social 
services which might be likely sources of classes on nu- 
trition, health, child-care, etc., and which are possible 
domains of the community college. 

Recormendations 

In the future, studies of all constituent populations should 
be undertaken periodically in order to assess the effectiveness of 
outreach functions of community colleges. Information feedback is 
an important element in the improvanent of any viable and production 
syston. ^ ^ 
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Although this study is simplistic ard does not take into con- 
sicleration a n^ of (actors ^UcateS in the "Conclusions- 
section Of this paper, it n^, nevertheless, represent a ™di„^tary 
basis for further studies of cc^it, college effectiveness. H«her 
-re, if this typ. of study proves to an aco^rate i^icator of 
a ca™„ity college's awar«ess of certain populations' needs a^ 
Characteristics, it ^y he applied to other groups of potential ^ 
actual students. 

implications of this are .^ifoU, and ^y he trlef ly 

s™.arized by calling att^tion to a few areas of concern: 

1. Better control over ethnographic and statistical data is 
necessary order to assess ne«ls, effective audience, 
and curricular fomai-. 

2. ^-°9ra- wMch are offeral Should he ^re ^cplicit and 
tetter advertised, particularly those designed with a 
specific audience in mind. Catalogs also should he more 
•■Inviting" to Earticular eUviic groups. 

3. Possibly more outreach v«rk staid be acca^lished 
college administrations, particularly with Indian popu- 
lations which are chaxacteristically non-verbal. Often, 

this non-verbosity is mista..^ as apathy, but sa^ anthr^ , 
Eologists argue that it is actually an "ethic of non-inter- ' 
ference" on the pert of the Indian parties <„ax and ThoMs, 
1961) . 
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4. Once t±ie Indian student is enrolled, counseling and support 
seem to be high on the priority list for success in com- 
pleting their programs (Spang, 1965:13; USCE 1965:5-13). 
Counseling students of Indiaii background should be under- 
taken with an understanding of that Indian student's par- 
ticular culture, such as a Navajo, Sioux, Yakijna, not as an 
American Indian in general.- Also, the student should be 
seen as a product of certain inherited abilities and limit- 
ations and certain environmental advantages. Lastly, as for 
all students, individualized attention should be given 
whenever possible- 
In sum, then, this report has attonpted to evaluate the current 
state of effectiveness that community colleges have achieved in 
dealing with their local Indian populations' educational needs. 
Whether or not I have succeeded in capturing the essence of the 
situation can only be determined by future research undertaken in a 
rigorously scientific manner controlling the many variables isolated 
earlier. 

Appendix 

Included in this appendix is a copy of the letter I sent to 
tlie thirteen conminitr/ colleges, cind the responses received. 



Appendix ( correspondence 
providing survey responses) 
has been deleted due to poor 
reprodicibility* The data are 
included in the body of the 
pa per ♦ 
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812 East Eighth Street 
Tucson, Arizona 85719 
November 7, 1975 



Office of the Regis trcir 



Dear Registrar: 

I am a graduate student at the University of Arizona currently enrolled 
in a higher education course entitled, "The Oranunity College," taught 
by Dr. Raymond E. Schultz. As part of the course requirements, I am 
collectojig seme data on Indian student enrollment for a short research 
paper. It is my goal to collect some basic data on the number and dis- 
tribution of Indian students in communizy colleges within the state of 
Arizona. 

Could you please provide me with the following information. If you have 
more than one campus, could you indicate the breakdown of students and 
sexes of each campus for the following questions. 

1. a. How many full-time students are currently enrolled (total number 

of students)? Male? Fonale? 

b. Hov many part-tijne students are currently enrolled? Male? Female? 

2. a. Plow many full-time Indian students are enrolled? Male? Fenale? 
b. How many part-time Indian students are enrolled? Male? Fonale? 

3. If you have a breakdown of what Indian tribes are represented, 
could you provide this information? Percentages or relative 
frequencies? 

4. mat is the average age of tJiese staidents? • 

5. What course prograins (i.e., vocational, technical, general educ- ' ' 
ation, transfer, semi-professional, etc.) are most popular with 
Indian students? 

6. Hew many students who begin comrunity college actually ccmplete 
their two-year programs? 

7. How many of tljese Indian students v/ho complete thier programs 
with associates degrees or with certificates actually go on to 
four-year institutions? 



9. 

10. 
11. 



Have you any idea how many Indian students return to their ccm- 
munity or to the county after they finish theix education? 

Are there special counseling, placement, or special prograins de- 
signed to meet the needs of Indian students at your college? 

Is the Indian population in your college district vocal in cur- 
riculum decisions? 

What federal, state, local, or private funds are available to Indian 
students and Indian education programs? 

Please try to answer as many of these questions as possible. Short an- 
f^Zt f ! ^^^^^te. I am primarily interested in the figures for ques- 
tions 1-4. However, any information or intuitive thoughts concemina 

appr^iated. Thank you^v^^crS?^your 
time and trouble. I would be grateful if you could get this back to me 
as soon as possible. Also, if you like, l will send^u a co^ of ?he con- 
pleted paper conjaring figures fran all comiunity colleges (wto respo^? 
in Arizona. A self -addressed envelope is enclosed. ^espona; 

Sincerely, 



Carla Van West 



